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and misled the purchaser. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that
the article was offered for sale under the distinctive name of another ariicle,
that is, sugar corn, whereas it was composed in whole or in part of field corn.

On January 31, 1928, the cases having been consolidated into one cause of
action and Carroon & Co., Inc., Fowler, Ind., claimant, having admitted the
allegations of the libel and consented to the entry of a decree, judgment of the
court was entered ﬁndmg the product misbranded and ordering its condemna-
tion and forfeiture, and it was further ordered by the court that the product be
released to the said claimant upon payment of the costs of the proceedings and
the execution of a bond in the sum .of $1,000, conditioned in part that it be
relabeled in part, “ Sugar Corn and Field Corn.”

W. M. JARDINE, Secretary of Agriculture.

15608. Misbranding of cottonseed cake. U. 8. v. 65 Sacks of Cottonseed
Cake. Default decree of condemnation, forfeiture. and sale. (F,
& D, No. 20932, 1. S. No. 433—x. S. No. W-1918,)

On March 17, 1926, the United States attorney for the District of Colorado,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure and condemnation of
65 sacks of cottonseed cake, remaining in the original unbroken packages at.
Pueblo, Colo., consigned by the Terminal Oil Mill Co., Oklahoma City, Okla.,
alleging that the article had been shipped from Oklahoma City, Okla., on or
about June 6, 1925, and had been transported from the State of Oklahoma into
the State of Colorado, and charging misbranding in violation of the food and
drugs act. The article was labeled in part: “‘Tomco Prime’ Cottonseed Cake
or Meal * * * QGuaranteed Analysis Protein, not less than 43 per cent.”

It was alleged in the libel that the article was misbranded in that the state-
ment, “ Protein not less than 43 per cent,” borne on the label, was false and
misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser, since the product did not
contain 43 per cent of protein.

On February 13, 1928, no claimant having appealed for the property, judgment
of condemnation qnd forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be relabeled to show the conect analysis, and sold by the
United ‘States marshal.

W. M. JARDINE Secretary of Ag"mculture

15609. Adnlteration and misbranding of frozen ez whites U. 8. v; K00
- . Cans of Frozen Egg Whites. Decree of condemnation ‘and for-
feiture. Product released under bond. (F. & D. No. 22408. I. 8.

No. 20265—x. 8. No. 495.)

On January 30, 1928, the United States attorney- for the Dastern District of
Penngylvania, acting upon a report by the .Secretary of Agriculture, filed in
the District Court of the United, States for said district a libel praying seizure
and condemnation of 800 cang of frozen egg whites, remaining in the original
unbroken packages at Philadelphia, Pa., consigned by M. Augenblick & Bro.,
Newark, N. J., alleging that the article had been shipped from Newark, N. J,
on or about August 8 1927, and transported from the State of New Jersey
into. the State of Pennsylvania, and charging adulteration and misbranding
in violation of the food and drugs act as amended. The article was labeled
in part: “ M. Augenblick & Bro. Newark, N. J. Whites.”

It was alleged in the libel that the artlcle wag adulterated, in that it con-
sisted in whole or in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid animal substance.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the article was food in package
form and the quantity of the contents was not plainly and conspicuously malked
on the outside of the package.

On February 17, 1928, M. Augenblick & Bro., Inc., Newark, N. J., having
appeared as claimant for the property, judgment of condemnation and for-
feiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product be re-
leased to the said claimant upon payment of the costs of the proceedings and
the execution of a bond in the sum of $5,000, conditioned in part that it not
be sold or otherwise disposed of contrary to law, and be relabeled under the
supervision of this department.

W. M. JarDINE, Secretary of Agriculture.
15610. Misbranding of eottonseed meal. U. S, v. 150 Sacks of Cottonseed

Meal. Decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released
under bond., (F. & D. No, 22439. ' 1. S. No. 20270-x. - 8. No. 536.)

On February 9, 1928, the United States attorney for the Bastern District of
Pennsylvania, actmg upon. a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
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